The prospects of the emerging international criminal justice system, namely the International Criminal Court, serving as a catalyst to end impunity of those most responsible for crimes against humanity, war crimes, genocide, and massive violations of human rights, remains bleak given four underlying factors: the ideology of deterrence that undergirds the system, jurisdictional limitations, the backlash of its involvement in and issuance of arrest warrants during highly contentious conflicts. This article offers some insight into these issues and the obstacles they present to the success of the International Criminal Court in ending impunity and future cases of such criminality. We begin by discussing the International Criminal Court followed by the ideology of deterrence and issues associated with the Court's jurisdiction. We then draw on two case examples, namely Uganda and Columbia, to discuss the challenges to involvement in ongoing conflicts and post-conflict situations.
Introduction
As of 1 June 2002 the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court went into effect, creating a court whose purpose is the prosecution of those most responsible for the commission of war crimes, genocide and crimes against humanity. As dawn rothe and victoria collins established, the Court is a complementary court designed to investigate and prosecute cases when states are unwilling or unable to do so themselves. It can only try cases dealing with crimes that have occurred since the Rome Statute's entry into force on 1 July 2002 and after a state's ratification of said statute. Further, in order for a case to fall under its jurisdiction, one of three conditions must be met in terms of location of the crimes.2 The first geographic criterion is that the crimes in question must have occurred within the territory (or territory controlled by), vessel, or aircraft of a State Party, or have been committed by nationals of a State Party (i.e., uniformed military). Secondly, a state may agree to accept the jurisdiction of the Court, without being a state party. Thirdly, the United Nations Security Council can recommend a case to the Court and authorize the Court's jurisdiction in the matter if neither of the above conditions are met (e.g., the situation in the SudanDarfur case). 3 Once a case or situation comes to the Prosecutorial branch's attention, an investigation is carried out to see the viability of the situation as a crime covered under the jurisdiction of the Court and subsequent successful prosecution. The Office of the Prosecutor is currently conducting investigations on crimes committed in 
